ENDS AND MEANS
Between the horns of this dilemma a way lies obviously
and invitingly open. The various national governments
can take counsel together and co-ordinate their activities,
so that one national plan shall not interfere with the
workings of another. But, unfortunately, under the present
dispensation, this obvious and eminently sensible course
cannot be taken. The Fascist states do not pretend to
want peace and international co-operation, and even those
democratic governments which make the loudest professions
of pacifism are at the same time nationalistic, militaristic
and imperialistic. Twentieth-century political thinking is
incredibly primitive. The nation is personified as a living
being with passions, desires, susceptibilities. The National
Person is superhuman in size and energy but completely
sub-human in morality. Ordinarily decent behaviour can-
not be expected of the National Person, who is thought of
as incapable of patience, forbearance, forgiveness and even
of common sense and enlightened self-interest. Men, who
in private life behave as reasonable and moral beings,
become transformed as soon as they are acting as repre-
sentatives of a National Person into the likeness of their
stupid, hysterical and insanely touchy tribal divinity. This
being so, there is little to be hoped for at the present time
from general international conferences. No scheme of
co-ordinated international planning can be carried through,
unless all nations are prepared to sacrifice some of their
sovereign rights. But it is in the highest degree improbable
that all or even a majority of nations will consent to this
sacrifice.
In these circumstances the best and most obvious road
between the horns of our dilemma must be abandoned in
favour of roads more devious and intrinsically less desirable.
National planning results, as we have seen, in disorder in
the field of international exchanges and political friction.
This state of things can be remedied, at least partially, in
40